
There are many interrelated efforts to clean 
up, protect and restore the Willamette River.  

The focus of today’s meeting will be on the 
Superfund Cleanup. Specifically : 

•

Portland Harbor and the Willamette River



Portland Harbor named Superfund Site in 2000
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The Draft Feasibility Study (FS)
The Draft FS (to be released in late 2011) 
evaluates the effectiveness, feasibility and cost of 
a wide range of cleanup alternatives that EPA will 
consider when developing EPA’s Proposed 
Cleanup Plan, including:

• dredging,
• removal to landfills, 
• confined disposal facilities (CDFs) 
• on-site treatment, 
• innovative technologies, 
• capping,
• monitored natural recovery,  
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Evaluate a range of alternatives and combinations of technologies to address risk Follow NCP framework, 9 criteria analysisPresent the results of the evaluations in an objective and transparent manner Estimate costs based on +50% -30% standard Identify feasible sediment disposal locationsConsider MNR on a range of time framesIdentify hot spots and principle threat materialFocus on actionable areas where significant risk reduction can be achieved



EPA Superfund clean-up decisions 
are based on 9 formal criteria:

Threshold Factors
• overall protection of human health and the environment;
• compliance with ARARs (applicable state or federal 

requirements);
Primary Balancing Factors
• long-term effectiveness and permanence;
• reduction of toxicity, mobility, or volume;
• short-term effectiveness;
• implementability;
• cost;
Modifying Considerations
• state acceptance; and
• community acceptance.
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So once the Record of Decision is issued, we begin negotiation of a cleanup agreement. Then there is design, construction, and long-term monitoring of cleanup effectiveness.
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So once the Record of Decision is issued, we begin negotiation of a cleanup agreement. Then there is design, construction, and long-term monitoring of cleanup effectiveness.
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The Draft Feasibility Study (FS)

   The Draft FS (to be released in late 2011) evaluates the effectiveness, feasibility and cost of a wide range of cleanup alternatives that EPA will consider when developing EPA’s Proposed Cleanup Plan, including:



dredging,

removal to landfills, 

confined disposal facilities (CDFs) 

on-site treatment, 

innovative technologies, 

capping,

monitored natural recovery,  







Evaluate a range of alternatives and combinations of technologies to address risk 

Follow NCP framework, 9 criteria analysis

Present the results of the evaluations in an objective and transparent manner 

Estimate costs based on +50% -30% standard 

Identify feasible sediment disposal locations

Consider MNR on a range of time frames

Identify hot spots and principle threat material

Focus on actionable areas where significant risk reduction can be achieved
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EPA Superfund clean-up decisions are based on 9 formal criteria:

Threshold Factors

overall protection of human health and the environment;

compliance with ARARs (applicable state or federal requirements);



Primary Balancing Factors

long-term effectiveness and permanence;

reduction of toxicity, mobility, or volume;

short-term effectiveness;

implementability;

cost;



Modifying Considerations

state acceptance; and

community acceptance.
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